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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Frischmann 
3 Cliff Ct 
Succasunna, N1 07876 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  benefi ts o f  switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That  transit ion will be  far  more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for yet  another  device in m y  living room.  Pleasedo no t  
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record n/ t o  watch later; clip a small  piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send a n  emai l  clip of  m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or  record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  t h e  move t o  digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a.consumer to buy  n e w  
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Pave1 Narozny 
9255 Bent Arrow Cove 
Apopka, FL 32703 
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October 16, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commhslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandatea adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon A9 a 
consumfr and Cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electronlm must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng mo'ile studlos to veto features of ON-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlII result In products that don? necessarliy reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not Tandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Chrls Thomas 
134 Regent Road 



To Page1 o f 1  2003-10-16 23 32 44 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for ye t  another  device in m y  living room.  Please do  not 
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition b y  making us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices that  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of  t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV  to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of  m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  1 enjoy. 

I f  t he  move t o  digital television does no t  make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Vaught 
9844 S .  Bucknell Way 
Littleton, CO 80129 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely conccrne 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

thi 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TVprograrn onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reawn do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and cansumer ofbroadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Tom F. Noble 
10662 FM 1097 Rd M' 
Willis, TX 77318 
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October 16, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlnns Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology Tor dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, 1 feel strongly that such a pollcy Would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. compettlve marhet for consumer eiectronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thet 
customers Allowlng mo~rle studios to veto features of DTV-receptlan equipment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llhe me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorlunctlonallty 

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely 10 make an Investment In OW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag tecnnology for dlgltal television Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Peter Lawrence 
120 Ralph McGllI Blvd 
Apt 1108 
Atlanta, GA 30308 
USA 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of t h e  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for ye t  another  device in m y  living room.  Please do  not 
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies to  hinder t h e  transition b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the  fair-use implications of  t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small  piece of  lV and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  m y  child's football game to a distant relative; o r  record a 
n/ program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If t h e  move t o  digital television does not make t h e  public 'sviewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ann Gonsalves 
1035 Payne Ave. 
Gustine, CA95322 
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Thursday, October 16  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t he  adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That  transit ion wil l be  far  more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for ye t  another  device in my living room.  Please do  not 
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition b y  making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices that are more  expensive and lessvaluable. 

In addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small  piece of  TV and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an email  clip of m y  chi ld'sfootbal l  game to  a distant relative; or  record a 
W program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does not make t h e  public 'sviewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ann Gonsalves 
1035 Payne Ave. 
Gustine, CA 95322 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Binkley 
North Lake rd. 
Otter Lake, MI 48464 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flaq seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael R. Hicks 
217 Balboa Street 
Irving, TX 75062 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TI and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment, As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Thuan Vinh 
3582 Rue Chene D'or San lose 
San lose, CA 95148 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. PoweU 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing borne network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DW devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciling, what compelling reason 110 I have as a consumer Lo buy new digilal equipmenl? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Greenberg 
1600 Hagy's Ford Road, II-T, Penn Valley 
Narberth, PA 19072 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  liinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove thig control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Rowlinson 
106 Banbury Dr. 
Wilmington, DE 19803 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits of switching to  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more  palatable to  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for yet  another device in m y  living room.  Please do no t  
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies to hinder t h e  transition b y  making us buy  special-purpose O W  
devices that are more  expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f W  and splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  t h e  move to  digital television does not make t h e  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy  new 
digital equipment? A prett ier  lV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition b y  opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

l e f f  Gleason 
1417 Brighton Bend Lane 
Cedar Park, TX 78613 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose OTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a N program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Trieu 
6871 Burnside Drive 
San Jose, CA 95120 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasliingtoi~ DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I ani gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consunier 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in niy living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am vcry conccrned about thc fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
tcchnology, I can be morc than a passivc recipient of contcnt -- I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

William Ginchereau 
3867 21st Street 
San Francisco, CA 941 14 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I ani gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of suitching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the tmnsition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very conccrned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can bc inore than a passive recipicnt of content - I can modify, crcate, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I elljoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience inore enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what conipelling reason do I have as a consunler to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipnient. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioil, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Birmingham 
9333 Lincoln Blvd. 
Los Angeles, CA 90045 
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VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content .- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mare enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for mc to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computcr 
equipment.As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

MI Tracy A Kunstmann 
2987 S Herman S t  
Milwaukee, WI 53207 
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VIA FACSiMlLE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy speclal-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impiications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive reclpient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Cindy Marty 
1717 redwood In 
Madison, WI 53711 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer ofbroadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communic.ations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies tu hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D'IV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implic.ations of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move lo digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what cumpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? Aprettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispcnsc with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kyle Shoultz 
216 pershing place, East Peoria Illinois 
East Peoria, IL 61611 
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Dear Chrn ian  Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Conimission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I ani gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - 1 can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioib I 
urge you to promote the digital tmnsition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Ham bley 
210 E. Eugene ST. Port Hadlock. WA 
Port Hadlock WA 98339 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrlct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devlces that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment, The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equlpment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steven Laubach 
7202 Mastin 
Shawnee, KS 66203 
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Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier lV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

lames Picciano 
27 Cache Cay 
Vero Beach, FL 32963 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powcll, 

As a consunier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and findmg room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very conccrncd about the fair-use implications of thc broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be more than a passivc recipient of content -- I can mod&, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Simon 
109 South Mulberry Court 
Mount Holly, NC 28120 
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VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transit ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits of  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That  transit ion will be far more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for ye t  another  device in m y  living room.  Please do not  
allow t h e  MPAA and its allies to  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record N t o  watch later; clip a small  piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy.  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does no t  make t h e  pubiic 'sviewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a i l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen R. Sanders 
303 Sea Anchor Dr 
Osprey, FL 34229 


